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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

Applicant's arguments made with respect to claims 25-36 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new grounds for rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 25-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Rupp (USPN 5261460), in view of Stewart et al. (US2003/0037812). 

It is well known in the art to conduct remediation activities at a site where 
a biological attack may have occurred. In column 1, lines 20-37, Rupp teaches 
that HAZMAT area formats typically, include a "hot zone" which is marked or 
roped off to contain the area. Although Rupp uses a toxic spill as an example of 
a hazardous material, the typical HAZMAT area format can be applied to any 
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situation requiring isolation of the material site and special protective clothing or 
equipment. Rupp does not teach use of specific structures for creating the 
various "zones" or considering weather conditions at the site. 

Stewart et al. disclose a decontamination and containment processing 
system 10 contains a plurality of components including a shelter assembly to be 
deployed at the shelter decontamination area ([0054] lines 1-16). As shown in 
Fig. 3. the system uses tents to define the decontamination areas. Neither Rupp 
nor Stewart et al. teach that local weather conditions should be taken into 
account when setting up or implementing remedial activities at a site where a 
biological attack may have occurred. 

It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention that a support zone for a HAZMAT area should be portable to permit it 
to be moved to different sites as taught by Rupp, and it would also be desirable 
to use light structures, such as tents for portability, as taught by Rupp (see Fig. 
3). 

The examiner interprets the alleged novelty of claims 25-36 to consist of: 
monitoring weather conditions at a site where a biological attack may have 
occurred, establishing conditions of readiness based on the likelihood that 
adverse weather conditions may impair the remediation activities, and 
establishing restrictions on the remediation activities relating to the conditions of 
readiness. 
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In the broadest interpretation, monitoring weather conditions at a location 
can comprise checking weather advisory conditions such as hazardous wind, 
thunderstorms, flooding, etc. It is known that the weather bureau uses conditions 
such as wind speed, temperature, barometric pressure etc. in modeling weather 
conditions and weather prediction. 

For one responsible for the implementation of remediation efforts at a 
potential biological site, it would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
consider weather conditions at the site because, as discussed above, Rupp 
teaches that the support zone for a HAZMAT area should be portable. The 
conditions of readiness used would depend on the nature of the threat, the type 
of facility used for isolating the area and availability of resources. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to James J. Leybourne whose telephone 
number is 571 262-2478. The examiner can normally be reached on M_F 
10:00AM -6:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, John R. Lee can be reached on 571 272-2477. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding tlie status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). 
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